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AMERICAN  TARIFF  LEGISLATION. 


1HE  PRESIDENTIAL.  CAMPAIGN  OF  1S44 — THE  CONGRESSIONAL  REVENUE  REFORM 
CAMPAIGN  OF  1870 — THE  PRESIDENTIAL  AND  CONGRES¬ 
SIONAL  CAMPAIGN  OF1880  AND  1884. 


Some  American  professional  Free 
Traders  have  recently  protested  with  a 
great  show  of  virtue  against  the  altogether 
too  mild  intimation  by  some  of  our  Protec¬ 
tionist  cotemporaries  that  British  gold  has 
been  used  to  influence  the  Tariff  legislation 
of  this  country.  They  have  protested 
overmuch.  A  great  many  people  are  now 
asking,  notin  a  general  way  whether  or 
not  British  gold  lias  been  used  as  indicated, 
but  specifically  who  pays  these  American 
professional  Free  Traders  for  their  efforts 
to  mislead  public  sentiment  in  this  country 
in  the  interest  of  British  manufacturers  ; 
who  pays  them  to  pervert  American  col¬ 
leges  into  British  Free  Trade  training 
schools  ;  who  pays  them  to  defame  in  the 
public  press  and'in  pamphlets  and  on  the 
lecture  platform  the  employers  of  American 
labor.  They  do  not  work  for  nothing,  nor 
for  small  salaries;  somebody  pays  them 
for  what  they  do,  and  pays  them  well.  As 
they  do  not  serve  any  American  interest — 
as  only  foreigners  could  be  benefited  if  the 
efforts  of  these  professional  Free  Traders 
to  destroy  our  Protective  policy  were  suc¬ 
cessful,  plain  people,  accustomed  to  put 
cause  and  effect  together,  want  to  know 
who  does  pay  these  noisy  Free  Traders  if 
foreigners  do  not— if  British  manufacturers 
do  not. 

We  now  submit  a  brief  statement  laid 
before  the  Tariff  Commission  with  addi¬ 
tional  proofs  of  the  use  of  British  gold  in 
influencing  our  Tariff  legislation.  These 
proofs  we  will  summarize  before  present¬ 
ing  them  in  detail. 

1.  It  will  be  remembered  that  in  1842 
Congress  passed  a  Tariff  act  which  had  for 
its  object  the  Protection  of  American 
industry,  and  that  in  1846  this  wise  act  was 
repealed  by  a  Congress  that  was  chosen  in 
1844.  To  secure  this  repeal  it  has  been 
charged  that  British  gold  was  freely  used 
in  the  Presidential  and  Congressional 
campaign  of  1844.  Niles'  Register  sup¬ 
ports  this  charge. 

2.  It  will  also  be  remembered  that  soon 
after  the  close  of  our  civil  war  there  began 
an  agitation  in  this  country  for  the  repeal 
or  substantial  modification  of  what  were 
invidiously  termed  “war  duties,”  the  agi¬ 
tators  terming  themselves  Revenue  Re¬ 
formers.  Who  the  leaders  in  this  move¬ 
ment  were  it  is  not  necessary  to  inquire, 
but  that  the  movement  itself"  was  not  of 
American  origin  would  seem  to  be  abund- 
antly  proved  by  the  fact  that  a  large  sum 
of  money,  which  was  mainly  contributed 


by  foreigners,  Avas  raised  and  disbursed  in 
1869  and  1870,  in  which  years  a  determined 
effort  Avas  made  to  induce  Congress  to 
reduce  duties.  The  NeAv  York  Tribune 
for  October  15,  1870,  published  a  list  of  the 
contributors  to  this  fund,  and  this  list  we 
reproduce.  It  Avill  Avell  repay  careful 
perusal.  The  “importers”  Avhose  names 
are  mentioned,  it  should  be  remembered, 
Avere  not  usually  importers  at  all,  but  the 
agents  of  foreign  manufacturers,  as  were 
undoubtedly  all  the  “bankers”  Avho  con¬ 
tributed.  It  Avill  be  observed  that,  of  the 
857,934  82  which  the  Tribune  Avas  able  to 
show  had  been  collected  to  effect  the  repeal 
or  reduction  of  the  “Avar  duties,”  a  balance 
of  $31,235  70  remained  unexpended  on  the 
1st  of  October,  1870.  What  became  of  this 
large  balance  the  Tribune  Avas  subsequent¬ 
ly  apparently  unable  to  discover,  but  the 
Congressional  elections  of  October  and 
November,  1870,  doubtless  absorbed  it  all, 
as  A\  e  know  that  prominent  Protectionist 
Congressmen  were  then  defeated  through 
the  use  of  money. 

3.  Mr.  Theodore  Van  Wyck  of  Newark, 
New  Jersey,  Avrote  to  the  New  York  Tri¬ 
bune  in  July  of  last  year  a  letter  which 
furnishes  corroborative  proof  of  the  inter¬ 
ference  of  the  Cobden  Club  in  the  Con¬ 
gressional  campaign  of  1880. 

The  American  people  who  are  being 
importuned  to  abandon  the  Tariff  policy 
which  so  wonderfully  deA'eloped  ourindus- 
tries  can  not  haA*e  their  attention  too  fre¬ 
quently  or  pointedly  called  to  the  insolent 
and  unfriendly  interference  of  Great  Brit¬ 
ain  in  our  Tariff’ legislation.  When  they 
once  fully  understand  that  she  does  inter¬ 
fere,  and  for  her  own  benefit  and  not  for 
GUI'S,  Ave  do  not  fear  that  their  patriotic 
instincts  Avill  not  lead  them  to  treat  with 
the  contempt  they  deseiwe  the  professional 
ad\*ocates  on  American  soil  of  British  Free 
Trade  in  its  new  guise  of  a  Tariff’  for 
Revenue  Avith  Incidental  Protection. 

RRITISH  GOLD  AND  THE  TARIFF. 

In  Niles'  Register,  September  21,  1844, 
page  39,  the  editor,  after  quoting  from  the 
London  Atlas  of  a  recent  date  a  long 
paragraph  concerning  the  effect  of  the 
election  of  Mr.  Clay  as  President,  adds  ; — 
“But  it  is  not  on  mere  essays  and  editorials 
that  the  interests  of  those  foreigners  are  to 
be  reposed  in  the  case.  We  inserted  a 
short  time  since  a  notice  of  a  large  fund 
having  been  raised  by  subscription  in 
England  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  their 


views  on  the  subject.  Tho  item  was  no 
doubt  read  with  incredulity  by  others,  as  it 
was  at  first  by  ourselves,  though  wo  wore 
satisfied  of  its  truth  before  we  inserted  it.  A 
late  number  of  the  London  Times  has  the 
following  paragraph  with  reference  to  the 
matter:  ‘A  subscription  was  recently 

opened  to  raise  funds  to  circulate  Free 
Trade  tracts  in  foreign  countries.  About 
four  hundred  and  forty  thousand  pounds 
were  subscribed.  Some  of  these  tracts  are 
to  bo  printed  in  New  York  for  circulation 
in  tho  United  States.’”  [.£440,000  is  tho 
equivalent  of  $2,200,000.  J 

The  editor  of  tho  Register  continues  his 
comments  on  circulating  “Free  Trade 
tracts”  in  the  United  States,  and  what  is 
likely  to  be  done  with  the  money,  and  then 
adds  :  “The  design  we  allude  to  has  been 
over  and  over  recognized  in  the  London 
papers,  and  is  considered  by  them  as  a 
legitimate  object.  If  they  can  effect  the 
repeal  of  the  American  Tariff,  (i.  e .,  the 
Tariff  of  1842,)  one  year’s  profits  would 
pay  them  ten  times  over  the  outlay  they 
consider  it  worth  while  to  adventure  to 
effect  it.” 

But  the  editor  of  the  Register  goes  fur¬ 
ther.  Ho  says  that  a  late  English  paper, 
quoted  by  the  New  York  Republic,  (first 
edited  by  the  famous  Duff  Green,  and 
afterward  by  John  O.  and  Epes  Sargent,) 
gives  the  following  account  of  the  proceeds 
and  subscriptions  made  ata  recent  meeting 
at  Manchester  in  aid  of  the  fund  to  which 
we  have  alluded.  •  The  paper  says  :  “Mr. 
Murray  read  the  following  list  of  subscrip¬ 
tions  already  received,  the  announcement 
of  the  respective  sums  being  received  with 
loud  and  hearty  cheering  by  the  audience  : 


“The  Hon.  the  Lord  Provost .  £100 

“A.  &  J.  Denison,  George  Square. . .  200 

“Charles  Tennent  <fc  Co .  200 

“William  Dixon .  200 

“Samuel  Higginbotham .  200 

“Dunlop,  Williams  <te  Co .  200 

“Buchanan,  Hamilton  <fe  Co .  100 


“And  others  amounting  to  £100,000.” 

Though  Niles  was  devoted  to  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  American  manufacturers,  he  always 


sought  to  state  the  truth,  and  writers  are 
constantly  referring  to  the  Register  as  an 
authority  without  hesitation.  Yet  his 
devotion  to  his  self-chosen  cause  did  not 
prevent  him  from  seeing  the  other  side,  as 
the  following  remarks  at  the  close  of  the 
article  from  which  the  above  extracts  are 
taken,  clearly  show.  Adopting  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  a  “contemporary,”  he  remarks  : 
“There  is  nothing  in  all  this  which  should 
cause  surprise,  however  it  may  alarm  us. 
We  ought  to  expect  that  foreigners  will 
make  every  exertion  in  their  power  to 
obtain  control  of  our  markets.  It  is  their 
business  to  do  so.  Those  British  manu¬ 
facturers  act  only  like  shrewd,  enterpris¬ 
ing,  far-seeing  business  men.  We  should 
pursue  the  same  policy  if  vre  were  simi¬ 
larly  situated.” 

Ata  political  meeting  held  at  Lowell  on 
the  21st  of  September,  1844,  Mr.  Duncan,  a 
man  from  Louisiana,  who  had  recently 
returned  from  Europe,  and  who  was  pre¬ 
sent  at  the  Manchester  meeting,  told  the 
audience  at  Lowell  what  the  facts 
were.  He  said  that  he  was  in  Manches¬ 
ter,  England,  about  six  wreeks  ago,  and 
while  there  he  attended  a  meeting  of 
British  merchants  and  manufacturers, 
called  for  the  purpose  of  disseminating 
Free  Trade  principles  throughout  the 
wrorld  ostensibly,  but  throughout  the 
United  States  in  particular.  A  committee 
reported  to  the  meeting  that  they  had  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  raising  one  hundred  thousand 
pounds  for  this  purpose.  “Now%”  said 
Mr.  Duncan,  “I  heard  and  saw  this,  and  it 
was  stated  in  that  meeting  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  publications  should  be  sent 
to  the  United  States.  I  have  besides  in 
my  possession  the  evidence  of  it,  an  Eng¬ 
lish  new  spaper,  with  the  facts  stated  as  I 
have  stated  them,  and  with  the  names  of 
the  contributors.”  Mr.  Duncan  then  took 
the  paper  from  his  pocket,  and  read  the 
account  of  the  meeting  and  the  names  of 
the  subscribers  to  the  Free  Trade  fund. 
Mr.  Duncan’s  speech  was  reported  in  the 
Lowell  Courier ,  and  extracts  therefrom 
were  published  in  Niles'  Register,  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1844,  page  77. 


THE  FREE  TRADE  LEAGUE-HOWr  MUCH  IT  SPENDS,  AND  WHERE  IT  GETS  THE  MONEY. 

From  Tlie  New  York  Tribune,  (Horace  Greeley  editor,)  October  15,  1870. 

The  following  documents  show  the  financial  operations  of  the  Free  Trade  League 
during  the  past  year,  and  the  sources  from  which  the  funds  are  drawn  for  carrying 


on  the  campaign  of  the  League  against  American  industry. 

Cr.  treasurer’s  statement. 

Balance  on  hand  January  1,  1870 .  $  8,834  3 

Subscription  since . ’ .  49,100  50 


Dr.  $57,934  82 

Paid  secretaries  and  agents,  ten  in  number .  $9,820  97 

Traveling  expenses  of  same .  3,794  69 

Rent,  clerk  hire,  postage,  and  other  disbursements .  4,253  61 

Printing  account,  comprising  cost  of  printing  and  distributing 

250,000  tracts  and  other  documents .  3,788  71 

Free  Trader,  excess  of  expenditures  over  receipts .  1,422  34 

•Cost  of  holding  107  public  meetings,  from  January  1st  to  date, 
being  the  excess  of  expenditure  over  amounts  raised  in 

each  locality  tow’ard  expenses .  767  80 

Other  expenses,  in  which  is  included  cost  of  publication  of 

Bastiat's  Sophisms ,  etc .  2,851  00 - 26,699  12 


Balance . ; .  $31,235  70 

[Signed]  Charles  H.  Marshall, 


Treasurer  American  Free  Trade  League,  No.  SS  Burling  Slip. 
New  York,  October  1,  1870. 
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SUBSCRIPTIONS  TO  THE  AMERICAN  FREE 
TRADE  LEAGUE  ON  AND  AFTER 
FEBRUARY  24,  1870. 

Stewart  Brown,  (Brown  Brothers  A 

Co.,  foreign  bankers,) . $5,000 

Mahlon  Sands,  (retired  importer  of 
drugs  and  secretary  of  the  Free 

Trade  League, ) . .  5,000 

Charles  Marshall,  (Black  Ball  Line 

of  sailing  vessels, ) .  5,000 

Robert  B.  Minturn,  (London  Line  of 

packets,) .  2,500 

B.  H.  Hutton,  (imp.  of  dry  goods)  . .  1,000 
Arnold,  Constable  &  Co.,  (importers 

of  dry  goods,) .  1,000 

H.  W.  Richmond,  (importer,) .  1,000 

Duncan,  Sherman  A  Co.,  (foreign 

bankers,) . 1,000 

James  Lenox .  500 

Thomas  Holland. : .  500 

John  N.  Griswold .  500 

Jackson  S.  Schultz,  (importer  of 

hides  and  leather, .  500 

George  Cabot  Ward,  (foreign  banker 
and  representative  Baring  Bros., 

London).. .  500 

Anson  Phelps  Stokes, imp.  of  metals  500 
H.  W.  T.  Mali  &  Co.,  (importers, 

Belgian  Consul-General,) .  500 

Fred.  Butterfield,  Jacobus  A  Co., 

(importers  of  dry  goods,) .  500 

Francis  Cottinett,  (retired  importer)  500 

Cash .  500 

M.  K.  Jesup  A  Co.,  imp.  of  metals. . .  500 

J.  Boorman  Johnston  A  Co .  500 

Babcock  Bros.  A  Co.,  foreign  bankers  500 
Samuel  McLean  A  Co.,  importers  of 

drygoods.. .  500 

E.  S.  J  affray  A  Co.,  imp.  of  laces,  etc.  500 
Dennistoun,  Westfield  A  Co.,  foreign 

bankers . ! .  500 

Dabney,  Morgan  A  Co.,  foreign 

bankers .  500 

Charles  Luling  A  Co.,  importers... . .  500 

Adrian,  Iselin  A  Co.,  foreign  bankers  500 
Woodruff  A  Robinson,  importers...  500 
August  Belmont  A  Co.,  foreign  bank¬ 
ers  and  agents  for  the  Rothschilds  500 
P.  Lorillara,  importer  of  tobacco. . ..  500 

Joseph  Slagg,  English  steel  agent. . .  500 

Alfred  Pell,  secretary  of  the  Liver¬ 
pool,  London  and  Globe  Ins.  Co. .  250 


F.  A.  Hansclever . . ' .  250 

Townsend  A  Mon tant, . .  250 

A.  Person  Harriman  A  Co .  250 

Henry  Barbey  A  Co.,  importers  of 

dry  goods...; .  250 

Cash . 250 

James  Tinker,  merchant .  250 

Rich,  Irvin  A  Co.,  foreign  bankers. .  250 

John  J.  Cisco .  250 

Escher  A  Co.,  imp’rs  of  dry  goods. .  250 

M.  Morgan  A  Sons . 250 

K utter,  Luckmeyer  A  Co.,  importers 

of  dry  goods .  250 

Fred.  Schuschardt  A  Sons,  foreign 

bankers .  250 

Royal  Phelps,  Maitland,  Phelps  A 
Co.,  bankers  and  Spanish-Ameri- 
can  commission  merchants .  250 

A.  C.  Kingsland  A  Sons,  importers .  250 

Van  Wart  A  McCoy,  commission 

merchants  in  foreign  hardware, etc.  250 
Fabbri  A  Chauncey,  South  Ameri¬ 
can  importers .  250 

W.  A  J.  Sloane,  importers  of  carpets  250 

B.  L.  Solomon  A  Sons,  importers. . .  250 

Jay  A  Co.,  importers .  25Q 


Sampson  A  Bro.,  importers  of  iron.  250 
McKesson  A  Robbins,  imp.  of  drugs  250 
Recknagle  A  Co.,  importers  of  drugs  250 

Aymar  A  Co.,  importers .  250 

W.  H.  Smith  A  Co .  250 

C.  V.  S.  Roosevelt,  importers  of 

plate  glass . 250 

Ferd,  Victor  A  Achelis,  importers  of 

dry  goods .  250 

Ward,  Campbell  A  Co.,  foreign 

bankers . 250 

Fleitman  A  Co.,  importers .  250 

Union  Adams,  importer  of  furnish¬ 
ing  goods . \ .  250 

Charles  Lanier . . .  250 

A.  RuschACo.,  importers .  250 

Duden,  Freres  A  Co.,  importers  of 

laces . ; .  200 

Lanman  A  Kemp,  imp’rs  of  drugs. .  200 

Robinson  A  Cox .  200 

Charles  Congreve  A  Sons .  200 

W  m.  Oothout,  importer  of  iron .  200 

Bruce  A  Cook,  importers  of  metals. .  200 

Olyphant  A  Co.,  importers  of  East 

India  products .  200 

Kessler  A  Co.,  imp’rs  of  dry  goods. .  200 

Wilson  G.  Hunt,  retired  importer  of 

cloth .  200 

Wilmerding,  Hoguet  A  Co.,  auction¬ 
eers  of  foreign  and  domestic  dry 

goods,  etc .  150 

A.  P.  Mon  taut .  100 

Cash . * .  200 

Passovant  A  Co.,  importers  of  dry 

goods . ! . . .  100 

Cash .  100 

Robert  Slimmon  A  Co.,  importers. .  100 

David  Lamb  A  Co.,  importers .  100 

J.  L.  Allein  A  Co.,  importers .  100 

Thomas  F.  Young .  100 

J.  A  Hugh  Auchincloss,  importers. .  100 

V.  J.  Magnin,  Guedin  A  Co.,  impor-  100 

ters  of  fancy  goods .  100 

Edward  F.  Davidson,  Consul  for  the 
Argentine  Confederation  and  imp.  100 

R.  C.  Fergusson,  British  Bank  of 

North  America .  100 

J.  B.  Alexander  A  Co .  100 

Ogden  A  Edwards .  100 

E.  Annan .  100 

George  Burghall  Watts .  100 

C.  E.  BardoffA  Co . 100 

W.  A.  Freeborn  A  Co.,  importers  of 

metals .  100 

Cash .  100 

Goetze,  Heintze  A  Co.,  importers _  100 

Barclay  A  Livingston,  importers. . . .  100 

A.  De  Greff  A  Co.,  French  importers  100 

Lelimaier  Bros,  imp’rs  dry  goods. . .  100 

W.  M.  Halstead,  imp.  of  dry  goods. .  100 

J.  A  Riley  Carr,  importers  of  steel, 

files,  etc.'. .  100 

Schuyler,  Hartley  A  Graham,  impor¬ 
ters  of  fancy  goods .  100 

Eggleston,  Battelle  A  Co .  100 

Hannequin  A  Co.,  importers  of  dry 

goods .  100 

Wm.  Mackay .  100 

F.  B.  Merrick  A  Co.,  imp’rs  of  drugs  100 

Stanton  Blake,  foreign  banker .  75 

Theodore  Gilman .  50 

L.  Windmuller  A  Foelker,  imp’rs..  50 

Kittell,  Klengenberg  A  Co.,  imp’rs.  50 

Boucher  Fils  A  Co.,  imp’rs  of  wines .  50 

Janies  Sterne . 50 

Park  A  Tilford,  importers  of  grocer¬ 
ies  and  wines . . .  50 

Joseph  Gillott  A  Sons,  English  pen 

manufacturers .  50 

W.  A  S.  Butcher,  imp’rs  of  cutlery. .  50 
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Elliott  C.  Cowdin,  imi>ortcr  of 

•  ^  ii  * 


French  dry  goods .  Oh 

Oelrichs  A:  Co.,  agents  North  tier- 
man  Lloyd  Line  of  steamships. .. .  00 


Joshua  Moss,  English  lilt?  and  steel 

manufacturer .  ft') 

Cash . *. . .  25 

Edward  Nor  bury  A  Co.,  importers..  25 

T.  W.  Harrold .  25 

Albiel  Brothers .  25 

W.  T.  Blodgett,  imp.  of  varnish....  25 

Kobert  Struthers,  imp.  of  varnish. . .  25 

S.  W.  Hopkins,  imp.  of  varnish  ... .  25 


J.  B.  Nicholson .  20 

Herritt  Smith .  20 

Sundries .  115 


Total . $47,006 


[it  will.be  noticed  that  nearly  all  the 
subscribers  to  this  fund  are  importers  or 
agents  of  foreign  manufacturers.] 


AUTHENTIC  PROOF  OF  THE  COBURN 
CLUB'S  MISSIONARY  EFFORTS  IN  THIS 
COUNTRY. 

To  the  Editor  of  the  JY.  )  .  Tribune. 

Sir  : — The  peculiar  methods  of  the  Cob- 
den  Club  to  establish  Free  Trade  in  the 
United  States  seem  to  be  attracting  gen¬ 
eral  attention.  Mr.  Thomas  G.  Shearman 
lias  thrown  out  tho  impression,  in  reply 
to  Professor  Hamlin’s  vigorous  article,  that 
the  Cobden  Club  never  spent  any  money 
to  establish  Free  Trade,  and  offers  to  settle 
some  of  Mr.  Hamlin’s  charges  by  a  bet  of 
£5,000  that  they  are  false. 

In,  the  year  *1880  I  was  informed  by  a 
Democratic  Free  Trader  that  the  Cobden 
Club  never  sent  documents  to  this  country 
in  advocacy  of  Free  Trade.  1  wrote  to 
the  Cobden  Club  to  get  some  documents, 
and  in  about  three  weeks  received  copies 
of  the  following  :  “The  Western  Farmer 
of  America  “The  New  Protection  Cry;” 
“Free  Trade  and  English  Commerce;” 
“Cobden  and  the  League “Cobden’s 
Political  Writings  “Reciprocity  “Re¬ 
port  of  the  Cobden  Club  “Our  Land 
Laws  and  the  Past;”  “England  and 
America ;  ”  “Cobden  Club  Committee 
Reports  and  Lists  of  Members.”  1  also 
received  an  autograph  letter  from  the 
Hon.  Thomas  Bailey  Potter,  honorable 
secretary  of  the  Cobden  Club,  stating  that 
he  mailed  me  the  pamphlets,  and  among 
other  things  he  says  ; 

“You  can  get  aiiy  quantity  at  Cassell  <k 
Co. ’s,  596  Broad  way.  I  did  circulate  half 
a  million  pamphlets  in  this  country  (En¬ 
gland)  during  your  civil  war  to  showr  to 
Englishmen  the  truth  as  to  your  great 


struggle.  As  to  Free  Trade,  I  believe  in 
it,  and  have  a  right  to  send  information  to 
America  ;  but  £200  would  about  cover  all 
tlrat  the  club  has  sent  to  tho  States.” 

I  went  to  Messrs.  Cassell  &  Co.,  fend  se¬ 
cured  all  the  Free  Trade  pamphlets  I 
wanted. 

To  show  that  the  Cobden  Club  is  taking 
a  great  interest  in  the  United  States,  it  is 
only  necessary  to  turn  to  pages  in  the 
pamphlets  mentioned  by  Mr.  Potter.  I 
found  tho  following  in  “Reports  of  Com¬ 
mittees,”  page  4<> ; 

“Your  committee  are  at  this  moment 
(18H>)  proceeding  with  the  circulation 
among  the  agriculturists  of  the  Western 
States  of  America  of  many  thousands  of 
copies  of  a  new  pamphlet  called  “The 
Western  Fanner  of  America.*’  intended 
to  explain  to  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  the 
enormous  disadvantage  under  which  they 
sutler  by  reason  of  the  great  burdens  laid 
upon  them  by  the  American  Protective 
Tariff.” 

As  evidence  again  of  their  kindly  inter¬ 
est  in  our  suffering  citizen s,  we  find 
another  report  that  reads  as  follows  : 

“In  the  meanwhile  your  committee  can 
not  but  sympathize  with  the  feeling  in 
this  country,  which  naturally  grows 
stronger  in  times  like  these,  that  our  com¬ 
merce  suffers  materially  from  the  Pro¬ 
tective  systems  of  other  countries ,  and 
their  attention  continues  to  be  given  to 
the  task  of  promoting  among  foreign 
nations  the  development  of  such  economic 
views  as  they  hope  shall  sponer  or  later 
result  in  the  general  adoption  of  Free 
Trade.” 

After  such  evidence  it  is  useless  to  deny 
that  the  Cobden  Club  is  aiding  the  Free 
Trade  advocates  in  America  by  everything 
at  its  command.  It  may  spend  directly 
but  £200  in  the  circulation  of  documents, 
but  with  the  help  of  bookstores  like  Cassell 
A  Co.,  they  can  flood  the  country,  ami  how 
much  of  it  is  done  in  this  way  “no  man 
knoweth.” 

Theo.  Van  Wyck. 

Newark,  N.  J. 

We  see  in  1884  all  of  the  leading  British 
journals  severely  criticising  Blaine  as  a 
Protectionist,  and  declaring  that  his  policy 
of  extending  American  commerce  in  the 
South  American  States  is  a  menace  to  the 
prosperity  of  England.  The  same  journals 
have  many  kind  words  for  Cleveland, 
praise  the  Democratic  platform,  and  in  a 
variety  of  ways  confess  their  interest  in 
the  great  contest  of  1884.  The  duty  of  the 
citizens  ot  this  country,  in  the  fight  of 
tiiese  facts,  ought  to  be  very  plain. 


